LOVE

acteristic that tenderness is completely expelled, because
tenderness can only exist between men, and in capital-
ism all relations appear to be between a man and a
commodity.
The relation of the guildsman to his journeyman,
the skve-owner to his plantation slave, the lord to his
serf, the king to his subjects, was a relation between
man and man, and although it was a relation, not of
co-operation but of domination and submission, of
exploiter and exploited, it was a human relation. It
was unpleasantly like die relation of a man and his
dog, but at least it was tender. How can even that
much consideration enter into the relations of a group
of shareholders to the employees of a limited liability
company? Or between Indian coohes and British
tea drinkers? Or between a bourgeois bureaucracy
and the proletariat ?
In bourgeois rektions the sole recognised legal social
rektion among adults is the contract, considered as
dammfiable in cash. Nothing can be enforced upon a
man but the payment of money; even marriage can
be escaped from by a suitable cash compensation.
Man is completely free except for the payment of
money. That is the overt character of bourgeois rek-
tions. Secretly it is different, for society can only be a
relation between men, not between man and a thing,
not even between man and cash. Bourgeois society
thinks that is the rektion on which it turns, but, as
Marx showed, in bourgeois society it is still a relation
between men, between exploiters and exploited. It is